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but such back numbers will 1»e post paid to all 
Bew subscribers who desire to commence from 
the preceding January, without any additional 
charge, on payment of their subscriptions, which 
aire, as usual, payable in advance. 

N.B. — Copies of almost all the back numbers 
Can still be had by subscribers requiring them for 
completing sets, or lending in their neighbour- 
hood, on forwarding penny postage stamps to 
Mr. Curry, the publisher, 9, Upper Sackville- 
street, Dublin. No charge will be made to sub- 
scribers for such back numbers, beyond that of a 
penny stamp for each number, to cover the 
postage. 

In future an unstamped edition will be pub- 
lished, price 3s. per annum, and the price of the 
bound volume at the completion of each year 
Will be reduced to 5s. 

Tbe new Regulations of the Inland Book 
Post are as follows :— 

1. Any book, or packet of books, not exceeding 
two feet in length, width, or depth, will be 
transmitted through the post, if sent either 
without a cover, or in a cover open at the 
ends or sides, at the following postage rates : — 

for a packet not exceeding 4 oz. Id. 

exceeding 4 oz., and not ex- 
ceeding 8 oz 

exceeding 8 oz., and not ex- 
ceeding 16 oz. 4d. 

exceeding 1 lb., and not ex- 
ceeding lj lbs 6d. 

and so on, 2d. being charged for every addi- 
tional half pound, or any less weight. 

The postage must be pre-paid in full by 
means of postage stamps affixed outside the 
packet on its cover. 

There is no restriction as to the number of 
separate books or publications which may be 
enclosed in one packet or cover, nor as to 
whether same are bound or unbound. » 

2. No book or packet most contain any letter, 
closed or. open, or {tny enclosure, sealed or 
otherwise closed against inspection, nor must 
there be any letter, or any communication of 
the nature of a letter, written or printed in any 
such packet, or on its cover. 

3- The head post-master who first receives a 
book packet must, whenever he has ground 
for suspecting an infringement of the above 
conditions, and occasionally, even where there 
is no ground for suspicion, open and examine 
the packet; and every book packet, which shall 
not be open at the ends or sides, or shall ex- 
ceed two feet in length, width, or depth, or 
shall have any letter or any communication of 
the nature of a letter written or printed on it, 
or upon its cover, or shall hear no postage- 
stamp, will be sent up to the dead-letter office 
in London, Edinburgh, or Dublin, as the case 
may be. If deficiently stamped according to 
the above regulations, it will be charged with 
the deficient book postage, together with an 
additional stamp of 4d. 



by so laborious a process cannot be the trwe one. Hie 
proof m«t be not only a proof out of Scripture, bat a 
long' way out of Scripture indeed. 

Here, then, are the proofs. We give the authorized 
translation and the Denny :— 

AUXHDBIZXD. DOVAY. 

]. Luke i. 35. 

Therefore, also, that holy And, therefore, also, the 

thing which shall be bora of Holy which shall be bom of 

thee shall be called the Son of thee shall be called the Sea of 

God. God. 

3. St John i. 16. 

And of his fatness have all And of his fulness we all 

we received, and grace for have received, and grace for 

grace. grace. 

3. Luke xi. 27. 

Blessed is the womb that Blessed is the womb that 

bore thee, and the paps which bore thee, and the pays that 

thou hast sacked. gave thee suck, 

4. Lnke i. 12. 

Blessed is the fruit of thy Blessed is [the [trait of titj 
womb. womb. 

5. Gen. iii. 15. 

I will pnt enmity between I will pat enmities between 

thee sad the woman, and be* thee and the woman, and thy 

ween thy seed and her seed, it seed and her seed ; Bhe shall 

shall bruise thy head, and thou crash thy head, and thou shall 

shalt braise his heel. lie in wait for her heel* 

6. Prov-xxxi. 10. 

Who can find a virtuous wo- Who shall find a valiant 
man? for her price iB far above woman? jewels from the utter- 
rubies. The heart of her has- most coasts is the price of her. 
band doth safely trust in her The heart of her husband 
so that he shall have no need trusts in her, and he shall have 
of spoil. no need of spoils. 

7. Cant. iv. 7. 

Thou art all fair, my lore ; Thou art all fair, my lore, 
there is no spot in thee. and there is not a spot in thee. 

8. Cant. viii. 5. 

I raised thee np under tho Under the apple tree I raised 
apple tree : there thy mother tbee np ; there tby mother was 
brought thee forth ; there she corrupted, there she was de- 
brongbt tbee forth that bare flowered that bore thee, t 
thee. 

We leave these texts, as a pnzzle for onr readers ; and 
we shall give any of them great credit for ingenuity who 
may succeed in finding the slightest connection between 
any of these texts and the doctrine of the Immaculate 
Conception. And as these, no doubt, are the best texts 
that can be had in support of the doctrine, we leave onr 
Roman Catholic reader* to judge what is the Scripture 
foundation on which this doctrine rests. 

One word more. We think it would have been con- 
sistent in one who has pledged himself never to interpret 
Scripture but according to the unanimous consent of the 
Fathers, to Base some early writes* who- have pa* the 
same interpretation as he has done noon the texts quoted. 
We are tea from approving all the interpretations of 
Scripture we find in the works of the Fathers ; many of 
them we make no scruple to reject ; but we think, on the 
other hand, that it is a strong presumption against the 
truth of an interpretation if it is started in 1855, for the 
first time, nor do we think that the true sense of these 
passages of Scripture was left for Father Edward Murray 
to discover. 



SCRIPTURE PROOFS OF THE IMMACULATE 

CONCEPTION. 
We have just met with a pamphlet, by the Rev. Edward 
Murray, P.P., Kilfian, which, on the title-page, is re- 
spectfully presented to the candid judgment of the Pro- 
testant clergy. It is called the " Orthodox Sword of 
the Word," and purports to contain Scripture proofs of 
the Immaculate Conception of the Blessed Virgin Mary. 
Nothing delights us more than to find our Roman Ca- 
tholic friends appealing to Scripture, and we are always 
happy to meet them on that ground. We, therefore, 

Cceed to give to Mr. Murray's Scripture proofs the 
efit of our circulation. We cannot aflWd space for the 
3© pages of comment with which Mr. Murray accom- 
panies them ■ but, surely, if it were the intention of the 
Spirit of God to declare in Scripture the doctrine of the 
Immaculate Conception, He was able to do so in words 
sufficiently intelligible to a plain reader. We wonder 
that it escaped Mr. Murray's sagacity, when he employs 
twenty pages in deducing the doctrine of the Immacu- 
late Conception from his first text, that he inevitably 
forces his readers to feel that on interpretation deduced 



THE APOCRYPHA. 
In our last number we were engaged with the examina- 
tion of the arguments urged by Roman Catholic 
theologians in support of the Tridentine Decree re- 
specting the Apocrypha. We discussed the passage 
quoted from Augustine, and the Decree of the Council 
of Carthage (on the supposition of its genuineness) ; and 
we proved, unanswerably we believe, that the word 
"canonical," as therein applied to the apocryphal 
books, is not used in the restricted sense in which we 
employ it — viz., as denoting inipired books — but in a 
wider sense, as designating writings approved by the 
Church, and read in her public assemblies on account of 
the rales (canons) of conduct which they contain, and 
the edifying lessons which they inculcate. 

We come next to the Epistle of Pope Innocent I. to Ex- 
uperius, which professes to have been written at the com- 
mencement of the fifth century, and which enumerates 
some of the apocryphal books in "the Canon of the Scrip- 
tures." We have already given the weightiest reasons 
for concluding that this epistle is a forgery, concocted 
no loss than four centuries after its pretended date. — See 
Cathowc Layman, vol. ii., p. 126. But, even admit- 
ting its genuineness, the very same remark may be made 
upon it that we already made respecting Augustine and 
the Council of Carthage — viz., that the word " canon" 
is not used in the restricted, but in the wide sense before 
explained. In support of this assertion we have, as we 
said in the last number, Cardinal Cajetan's authority. 

The next document which presents itself is the Decree 
of Pope Getasius (at the end of the fifth century), 
which professes to have been drawn up by him together 
with a Roman council of seventy bishops. In this 

•Note to Dntuj Version.— "Ipsa, tbe woman i waivers of the 
Fathers read this place, conformably to the Latin (volitate); other* 
read It ijuum— via., the seed. The aenae to the same: for it is by her 
■ettl, Ainu Cnritt. that the woman crushes the serpent** head." 

♦ Note to Douay Version.- " That ia. that Chris* ndesae* the 
Gentiles M Hie foot of the eras, where tbe synagogue of the Jewe 
- (the mother Chnreb) vas corrupted by their denying sua, and cruci- 
fyhurnhn. 



decree, a list — or, rather, three lists, differing more or 
less from each other — of the Book* of the Old Testa- 
ment is given, which includes the Apocrypha, We 
have already shows (Cathouc Latham, vei ii., iff. 
112, 126) that the gravest doubts exist as to the geno- 
ineness of this decree, and we might, accordingly, 
fairly refuse to admit it as evidence. But, as in the 
three preceding instances, we will consent to receive K, 
and then set it aside by the " distinction" before mask, 
and which Cajetan teaches us to apply to this very ease. 

Down to the end of the fifth century, then, the Western 
Church, equally with the Eastern, knew nothing of the 
Tridentine doctrine of the equality of the Apocrypha 
to tbe Jewish Scriptures. The words "canon" and 
" canonical" were, indeed, frequently applied to «K, in- 
ffiflereotly ; but, then, it was only in the sense of a Est 
or catalogue of writings, stamped with ecclesiastical 
authority, and read publicly in the churches. It waff 
never intended to confound the fundamental distinction 
which Jerome, and Cyril of Jerusalem, and many ether 
western and eastern Fathers expressly made between 
the inspired and the non-inspired books contained in the 
tame volume — between the canonical books (strictly so 
called) and those which were properly designated ectle- 
siastical (our Apocrypha). That the Western Church did" 
not, down to the period specified, and even for a century 
later, intend to confound this distinction, is proved, beyond 
all question, by the decisive authority of PopeGregory the- 
Great. This eminent pontiff, in the 19tR book of his 
" Moralia," written at the close of the sixth century, ex- 
presses himself, in reference to the Apocrypha, in very 
nearly the words of Jerome (whom we, Protestants*, 
follow). Being about to cite a passage from the 1st Book 
of Maccabees, Gregory introduces the quotation with the 
following apology : — "Concerning which matter we dr> 
not act irregularly if we bring forward a testimony from: 
books, which, though not canonical, have yet been pub- 
lished for the edification of the Church."* Gregory here- 
uses the word "canonical" in its restricted sense — vix.,. 
as applied to the inspired books of the Old Testament ; 
and, as the head and organ of the Roman Church of the 
sixth century, he declares that in this sense the term w** 
not applicable nor applied to the Apocrypha. 

The next authority, after the decree of Pope Gelasius, 
adduced by Roman Catholic divines, is a catalogue con- 
tained in the decree of Pope Eugenius IV., passed at 
the close, or, rather, after the close of the Council «£ 
Florence, A.D. 1439. It is, certainly, somewhat striking- 
that this is the only synodical authority in support o£ 
their canon which Roman Catholics can even pretend 
to adduce during the eleven centuries and a half which) 
elapsed between the Council of Carthage and the Council 
of Trent. However, the catalogue in question prerefseeto 
form part of Pope Eugenius's "Instruction to tie* 
Armenians," which document Roman Catholic writes* 
contend must be regarded as included among the acts 
of the Council of Florence. Now, in the first place, them 
are strong doubts as to the genuineness of this catalogs**, 
and weighty reasons have been adduced to show that 
it is a forgery of Caranza, the epitomizer of thecouncHev 
But, in the second place, even admitting its genuineness 
and that it did really form part of " The Instruction: to 
Hie Armenians," this latter document, having been 
drawn up by the Pope himself, after the breaking up of 
the council, does not possess synodical authority, and, 
therefore, does not bind the Church, even on lUntaisK 
principles. And, lastly, admitting it to have emanated 
from the council as such, yet this synod has no chuats 
whatever to the title of a general council, even so far a* 
regards the Western Church ; for the majority of the 
western bishops refused to attend it, and remained at 
Basle. In fact, so far were they from acknowledging 
the authority of the Council of Florence, that they 
anathematized it as a schismatieal assembly and a syna- 
gogue of Satan. Consequently, the Latin Church (to say 
nothing of the Greek, which has never, to the present 
hour, admitted the canorricity of the Apocrypha) never, 
up to the date of -the Council of Trent, received the 
Apocrypha as of equal authority with the rest of Scrip- 
ture ; never, in other words, recognised it as canonical 
in the sense that we hold the Hebrew Bible and the New 
Testament Scriptures to be canonical. 

In corroboration of our assertion that the Council of 
Florence was not deemed to have canonized the Aae» 
crypha any more than the Council of Carthage or Pope 
Gelasius's Council had done, we can adduce the recorded 
opinions of some of the most eminent divines of tbe 
Latin Church, who Kved in the interval between thai 
Council of Florence and the Council of Trent, and who> 
have most dearly distinguished between the canonical 
Scripturea (properly so called) and the apocryphal 
books; denying most emphatically that the latter are' of 
co-ordinate authority with the former in matters of faith, 
and agreeing with Jerome and us (Protestants) in assigning? 
to them the subordinate function of being useful for edifi- 
cation and moral instruction. Of these witnesses in era? 
favour we will adduce a few as a specimen of the entire. 
Antoninus, who was canonized by Pope Adrian VI., attA 
who was present at the Council of Florence, and, theate- 
fore, may be presumed to have known what that council 

■ De qua re non inordinate acimui ai ex libris, licet non cm m irH , 
[ aed Umen ad adlAcatianem Kelt** editit, testimonium ptefenmut. 
' Tour. 1., p. 02/, edit. Beneft 



